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Take two examples to certify that the foundation of the figh “advanced modifiers” is 
the same foundation of ibn ar-Rumi: 


The first example: declaring lawful the consuming of riba. They said: It’s permissible 
for a Muslim in the West who aren’t able to live well and so forth to take a riba 
(interest) based loan from their banks, based upon an opinion among the 
Hanafiyyah concerning that. I say: They only attributed this statement to the 
Hanafiyyah based upon the aforementioned foundation of ibn ar-Rumi (i.e., 
distorting fiqh), otherwise the Hanafiyyah establish their madhhab in this issue upon 
two matters: 


1 - That the riba based dealing is between a Muslim and a kafir harbi. 


2 — That if a Muslim enters darul-harb, it’s permissible for him to take the wealth of 
the kuffar in any way possible, and among them is riba if the profit was made by the 
Muslim, not by the kafir. 


And these people who cited as evidence the statement of the Hanafiyyah, don’t even 
view those lands as dar harb, nor do they view it permissible for a Muslim to take the 
wealth of a kafir in any way, at all. They do not make the profit made from the riba 
go towards the Muslim, rather, he is the one who gives it to the kafir, so what kind of 
opinion is this compared to the opinion of the Hanafiyyah?! They simply took a part 
of the Hanafi madhhab and abandoned the rest, just like ibn ar-Rumi took a part of 
the Hijazi madhhab, and abandoned the rest (to justify permitting alcohol). 


The second example: permitting a woman who accepts Islam to remain with her 
husband, even if he is a kafir, and they attributed this opinion to some of the Tabi‘in 
and to Shaykhul-Islam ibn Taymiyyah. 


I say: no one among the Muslimin has said this statement; in fact, all of them are 
unanimously agreed upon what has been narrated in the Quran and Sunnah in 
declaring it impermissible for a Muslimah to remain with a kafir. And Shaykhul- 
Islam’s opinion, along with others is that the marriage contract is not nullified via her 
islam. Rather, if her husband becomes a Muslim, even after some years, then she can 
return back to him with the first nikah (marriage contract), and he does not require a 
new marriage contract. But as for her remaining with him, then, the shaykh does not 
state this whatsoever, nor do other than him, except those upon the foundation of 
ibn ar-Rumi, wherein he takes parts of his statement, which is the marriage contract 
not being nullified, while abandoning the rest. 


